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To the Editor: 



Ralph Luker's non-response to my letter (September 2000 JAH) regardin 
his book review in the March 2000 JAH does not address the unrefuted and 
irrefutable facts in my letter. Instead he libels me and Harold Weisberg, 
traduces our character, and defames my professional reputation. 

1 . He diverted attention from Gerald Posner’s JFK book. Case Closed, by 
attacking me, not the facts. Many have criticized Posner's corruption of the 
subject including several score individuals in a dozen specialty journals as 
well as in major journals, all readily available. That is a fact. Instead he 
substitutes a scurrilous, defamatory attack on Weisberg (whom I had not 
mentioned) with not a single alleged fact correct. Where is his evidence? 

2. He claims to have asked the Internet for Weisberg's Whoring mth 
History, He did not ask me. Instead of making a simple telephone call he 
libels me in the most grievous manner possible for a historian by saying I 
invented it. 

3. Where is his evidence that disproves the facts exculpating James Earl 
Ray? Does he deny the rifle was not swabbed? Does he deny the window 
was so closed no rifle could have been fired through the tiny opening? Does 
he deny witnesses saw or heard the alleged assassination rifle dropped in 
front of Canipe's before the shooting? Etc. Instead, he cowardly hides behin 
calumny and revels in defamation blindly to embrace the false official 
claims. 

4. By his own admission he knows nothing about the 1974 trial, one of 
the major factors in the assassination controversy. Instead of evidence he 
uses sarcasm. The thick transcript is in my files. The judge's statement that 
Ray's guilt or innocence is immaterial is well known to those even mildly 
acquainted with the actual facts. 

5. He diverts with the Attorney General's report. But it contains about a 
page on the subject of the murder with all the facts in it false! It is official 
federal propaganda. The rest is a moon chase on theorists' claims. Luker 
must prove that (1) it is on the actual shooting of King and that (2) it 
addresses the facts in my letter. 

6. He claims not to give homilies then gives one by citing a book. What 
does it have to do with the facts of my letter? It is a diversionary tactic to 
avoid the facts he will not and cannot address. His letter makes a mockeiy of 
his pretense of what my moral or scholarly compass should be when he is so 
lost in his misadventure he does not even realize that he has not a single fact 
correct and so ignorant he is not aware of it. 

As if he occupies an intellectual and moral high ground in his asserted 
faithful, blind, obsequious support of the official, disgraceful, corrupt 
treatment of King's murder. 
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7. He asserts I am a "gofer” for Weisberg, yet he offers no evidence 
whatsoever to prove his false assertion. This libels my professional 
reputation and causes me personal distress and hurt to my professional 
reputation that perhaps cannot be fully corrected. I want his public apology 
or his evidence set down in a response to this letter. Show that my thirty 
years of work on the JFK and King assassinations, my lectures, speeches, 
radio and television appearances, articles, reviews, voluminous files, expert 
witness testimony in trials, books, etc., mean I am a gofer. 

8. Luker's unforgivable libel asserts Weisberg and I are theorists who 
believe the government killed Rev. King. For thirty years Weisberg and I 
have said that we do not know who killed King. No evidence supports such 
heinous charge. To say government agencies corrupted the investigation is 
not the same as saying the government killed him. It is a historical fact, 

I have spent a lifetime attacking theorists who impose their cockamamie 
theories upon the evidence, distorting, confusing, diverting attention from 
the facts. Theorists are the bane of history and a curse to an objective inquir 
into the murder of Rev. King. One such theory is Ray shot King. 

Luker must set forth the evidence that he does not and cannot have that 
either Weisberg or I hold that a government conspiracy assassinated Rev. 
King. 



David R. Wrone 
University of Wisconsin 
Stevens Point, Wisconsin 
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